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Abstract—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) has recently
emerged as a promising technology for beyond fifth-generation
(B5G) and 6G networks conceived from metamaterials that
smartly tunes the signal reflections via a large number of
low-cost passive reflecting elements. However, the IRS-assisted
communication model and the optimization of available resources
needs to be improved further for more efficient communications.
This paper investigates the enhancement of received power at the
user end in an IRS assisted wireless communication by jointly
optimizing the phase shifts at the IRS elements and its location.
Employing the conventional Friss transmission model, the rela-
tionship between the transmitted power and reflected power is
established. The expression of received power incorporates the
free space loss, reflection loss factor, physical dimension of the
IRS panel, and radiation pattern of the transmit signal. Also,
the expression of reflection coefficient of IRS panel is obtained
by exploiting the existing data of radar communications. Initially
exploring a single IRS element within a two-ray reflection model,
we extend it to a more complex multi-ray reflection model
with multiple IRS elements in 3D Cartesian space. The received
power expression is derived in a more tractable form, then, it
is maximized by jointly optimizing the underlying underlying
variables, the IRS location and the phase shifts. To realize the
joint optimization of underlying variables, first, the phase shifts of
the IRS elements are optimized to achieve constructive interfer-
ence of received signal components at the user. Subsequently, the
location of the IRS is optimized at the obtained optimal phase
shifts. Numerical insights and performance comparison reveal
that joint optimization leads to a substantial 37% enhancement
in received power compared to the closest competitive benchmark
scheme.

Index Terms—Intelligent reflecting surface, passive beamform-
ing, joint optimization, Friis transmission model, IRS deployment

I. INTRODUCTION

Intelligent Reflecting Surfaces (IRS) are cutting-edge

wireless communication technologies that hold tremendous

promise in transforming wireless networks. IRS consists of

specially engineered materials integrated with antennas or

passive elements. They can manipulate and control the prop-

agation of electromagnetic waves in real-time, allowing for
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dynamic and adaptive wireless signal shaping. Optimizing the

available resources in the IRS-assisted networks can lead to an

improved signal strength, minimum interference, and a larger

coverage range. IRS technology is expected to revolutionize

various applications, such as 5G and beyond, Internet of

Things (IoT), and wireless communications in challenging

environments.

A. Related Works

Unlike typical Radio Frequency (RF) receivers, IRS lacks

the capability to detect the received signal [1], which presents

a challenge in modeling or estimating the associated channels.

The existing works considered the conventional channel mod-

els for IRS links like Rayleigh fading [2] or Rician fading

for deterministic line-of-sight (LOS) components and i.i.d

complex Gaussian distribution for non-line-of-sight (NLOS)

components [3]. For IRS-assisted multiple-input single-output

(MISO) systems, in [4], the channel modeled, and a control

loop between the base station and IRS panel used for chan-

nel estimation using minimum mean squared error (MMSE).

While in an another approach, stochastic channel model based

on geometry was taken where the correlation of different

subchannels of IRS elements was considered. However, to

fully explore IRS communication, it is crucial to incorporate

factors such as free space loss, reflection loss factor, physical

dimensions of the IRS panel, and the radiation pattern of the

transmit signal.

Another line of research focused on optimizing available

resources in IRS-assisted wireless networks. In [5], joint

optimization of discrete phase shifts of the IRS panel and

transmit beamforming minimizes the transmit power of the

access point (AP). In [6], the relationship explored between

user’s transmit power and phase shift at the IRS that leads

to joint optimization of transmit power and phase shift for

overall power reduction. The authors in [7] jointly optimized

the phase shifts of IRS, downlink transmit beamforming,

and artificial noise covariance matrix at the base station to

maximize the sum secrecy rate of the network. Regarding

location optimization of IRS, limited works investigated it

in [8], [9]. In [8], distributed and centralized deployment

strategies with fixed IRS locations were analyzed. Conversely,

in [9], the IRS location optimized initially, thereafter, the

transmit beamforming and phase shifts optimized alternately

using an iterative algorithm.

Besides, many works focused on joint optimization of

system parameters to enhance the performance of IRS-assisted
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networks. In [10], active and passive beamforming at an

unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) and the IRS trajectory were

jointly optimized to maximize user’s received power. The

phase shifts of the IRS along with base station (BS) beam-

forming and artificial noise covariance matrix were optimized

in [11] to maximize secrecy rate for a given UAV trajectory

and the transmit power. Whereas, in [12], the secrecy rate was

maximized by jointly optimizing IRS phase shift, UAV trajec-

tory, and the transmit power. In [13], the beamforming, power

allocation, and the IRS phase shift were jointly optimized

to minimize the transmit power. The total transmit power

from the access point (AP) was minimized in [14] through

joint optimization of AP transmit beamforming and IRS

reflect beamforming under the SNR constraints. A dynamic

passive beamforming scheme was proposed in [15], where

IRS reflection coefficients were adjusted dynamically over

different time slots to achieve higher passive beamforming

gain. An IRS was applied to generalized frequency division

multiplexing (GFDM) communication in [16] to enhance

system performance. In multi-IRS aided two-way full-duplex

communication systems, joint optimization of IRS location and

size was carried out in [17]. Optimal positions for different IRS

with fixed and variable heights were investigated in [18]. The

system sum rate was maximized in [19] by jointly optimizing

the source precoders and the IRS phase shift matrix in a full-

duplex MIMO two-way communication. Alternatively, [20]

maximized sum rate by optimizing the IRS location and

showed that it should be near either the AP or the user. This

work is used as a benchmark for comparing the proposed work.

However, from the state-of-the-art, we need to explore the joint

optimization of the phase shifts as well as the deployment of

IRS that includes the important factors such as free space loss,

reflection loss factor, physical dimension of the IRS panel, and

the radiation pattern of the transmit signal.

B. Motivation and Key Contributions

Using IRS, the communication channel can be intelligently

engineered, leading to enhanced end-to-end communications

and effective co-channel interference suppression. This pa-

per presents a communication model and derives a reliable

expression for received power in an IRS-assisted wireless

communication system, emphasizing the significant impact of

reflective phase shift and precise IRS location. To enhance its

performance, in this work, we analyze the joint optimizations

of the underlying variables. The key contribution of this work

is three-fold. (1) Leveraging the available radar communica-

tion data, we derive the expression for the reflection coefficient

of the IRS panel. Along with it, in the two scenarios: a single

element and multi-elements IRS, we derive the expressions

for received power at a user that include the factors such

as free space loss, reflection loss factor, physical dimensions

of the IRS panel, and the radiation pattern of the transmit

signal. (2) We introduce a joint optimization approach and

semi-adaptive schemes for maximizing received power. In

location optimization for a fixed phase shift, we exploit

approximate method using polynomial curve fitting method for

an optimal solution with reduced complexity. The optimization

TABLE I
ABILITY OF RADAR TO DETECT AIRCRAFT OF DIFFERENT SIZES [21]

Object (Aircraft) Length (m) Width (m) Area (m2) RCS (m2)

Large Fighter 16 6 96 6

Four Passenger 13.2 5.2 68.64 2
Jet/Small Fighter

Small Single 10.49 3.8 39.862 1
Engine Aircraft

Conventional 6.32 3.2 20.224 0.5
Winged Missile

problem’s convexity and global optimality are proven, yielding

a closed-form solution. This optimal solution reveals insights

into constructive and destructive interference when partially

optimizing phase shifts and jointly optimizing underlying

variables. (3) Through numerical analysis, we explore received

power variations based on phase shifts and IRS location,

yielding crucial insights into the optimal solution. We also

examine phase shift variation with location across different

wavenumber values. Additionally, we analyze how system

parameters such as the reflection coefficient and the count of

IRS elements influence received power. Finally, we rigorously

compare the performance of our proposed scheme against a

benchmark.

II. PROBLEM DEFINITION

In this section, first, we derive the expression of reflection

coefficient of IRS by leveraging the existing data of radar

communications. Then, we establish the transmitted power-

received power relationship initially considering a single IRS

element by introducing a two ray model. Initially focusing

on a single IRS element with an area of s m2 and a single

phase shift, we gain insights into jointly optimizing the IRS

location and reflection phase shift to maximize received power,

which directly correlates with signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and

throughput improvement in the single-user scenario. Conse-

quently, the derived optimal phase shift and IRS location

will maximize throughput in the IRS-assisted communication.

Next, we extend our analysis to a multi-ray model, incorpo-

rating multiple IRS elements, and derive the corresponding

received power expression at the receiver. Joint optimization

problem for both the cases is formulated in order to enhance

the received power keeping phase shift and location of the IRS

as underlying variables.

A. IRS Reflection Model

Here, we consider an IRS panel consisting of a single

element that reflects the incoming signal. During reflection,

a part of the signal energy is absorbed and the reflection is

not necessarily distributed evenly in all the required possible

directions. Moreover, it is difficult to calculate the reflection

coefficient of an IRS as it cannot receive the signal on its

own. To realize it, we examine the existing received radar

data obtained after reflection from different objects as follows.

Indeed, the electromagnetic waveform emitted by the radar

is spherical in shape. A part of the waveform is scattered and

absorbed on the surface of the aircraft and the remaining is
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Fig. 1. From Table I, obtained variation of RCS, σ with area s.

reflected back to the radar to detect it. Specifically, the mea-

surement of radar cross section (RCS), σ using reflected signal

determines the detection of the distant object. From [22],

omitting the shape and material of the objects, the size of the

aeroplanes used in world war II and corresponding measured

RCSs are listed in Table I and the plot for RCS, σ with area of

the aircraft, s is drawn in Fig. 1. Here, the area of an aircraft

is estimated by its measurement of length of the wing and

length of the fuselage. In Fig. 1, σ increases with s, to model

the relationship mathematically, using Image fitting tool, σ in

s can be expressed as:

σ = 0.2s2 − 0.0961s− 0.76. (1)

In (1), it is observed that σ is approximately proportional to the

square of s. As σ is related to reflected power of the scattered

signal from the target object to the radar [23], the reflection

coefficient Γ of the object is given by:

Γ =
√
σ =

√
0.2s2 − 0.0961s− 0.76 (2)

As the obtained expression of Γ in (2) relies on the size of the

object, so, it is not limited to IRS, but true for any physical

object of interest of same area s.

B. Transmission Model for Received Power at User U for

Single IRS Element

From the conventional Friis transmission model [24], the

received power, Pr at a user for the given transmit power, Pt

is given by

Pr

Pt
= GtGr

(
1− |Γt|2

)(
1− |Γr|2

) (
λ
4πl

)2 |ên · êr|2 , (3)

where l is the distance between transmitter and receiver, λ is

the wavelength of transmit electromagnetic wave, and |ên ·êr|2
is the polarization loss factor. Gt and Gr are the gains, whereas

Γt and Γr are the reflection coefficients at the transmit and

receive antennas, respectively. However, as described in [24],

the Friis equation in (3) is effectively applicable for free

space propagation. In practice, IRS-assisted wireless nodes

are deployed near ground, the reflected signal components are

also received at the receiver apart from the signal through

direct path. Therefore, we need to develop a communication

model for the IRS-assisted system as shown in Fig. 2. The

two-ray reflection model for the network has been shown in

Fig. 2 where the transmit signal from the AP, A is received to

user, U through reflection from the IRS panel and direct path.

Note that the transmit antenna is omnidirectional in nature.

D

Height, h

IRS Location, xAP, A

IRS Panel

User, U

Phase Shift, θ

Fig. 2. IRS-assisted two-ray communication model.
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Fig. 3. IRS-assisted multi-ray communication model.

The distance between A and U is D and IRS panel is offset

by height, h from the direct path. We assume that the panel

remain at the constant height, h, but can adjust the location,

x along the direct path between A and U . The reflected

and direct received signal components add constructively or

destructively depending on the phase shift via the two paths.

For the wavenumber k = 2π/λ, the phase shift in direct path

is kD, whereas the reflected component through IRS panel

faces the phase shift kd due to path length d and θ because of

reflection at the panel. Therefore, for the negligible reflection

coefficients at the transmitter and receiver, the received power,

Pr at U for a given transmit power Pt is:

Pr = Pt ×
(

λ
4π

)2 ∣∣ 1
D
e(−jkD) + Γ

d
e(jθ)e(−jkd)

∣∣2 , (4)

d =
√
x2 + h2 +

√
(D − x)

2
+ h2 (5)

where d is the path length of the reflected signal and Γ is the

reflection coefficient loss as given by (2). Note that the phase

shift θ at the IRS panel is tractable and can be adjusted using

its control unit.

C. Transmission Model for Received Power at User U for

Multiple IRS Elements

Now, let us consider the case of multi IRS elements IRS

as shown in Fig. 3. Here, in the multi-element IRS-assisted
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communication as shown in Fig. 3, the downlink transmission

from the AP, A to user, U takes place through direct as well

as the IRS-reflected links. The IRS panel is assumed to be

of M × N elements (size of each square is of length 2a)

represented by the index {ij|0 ≤ i ≤ M−1, 0 ≤ j ≤ N−1}.

The phase shift after reflection at ijth element is θij . Reflection

coefficient, Γ is considered to be the same at each element

due to symmetric characteristics. In order to represent the

elements in a three-dimensional Cartesian coordinate system,

we consider the origin at the AP, A as shown in Fig. 3. In

general, the coordinate of the center of the ijth element is

(x′+(2j+1)a, y′, h′+(2i+1)a), where x′ is the distance of

the leftmost point of the IRS panel from A, y′ is distance away

from the direct path between A and U , and h′ is the height of

the bottom-most point of the panel from the direct path. Note

that without loss of generality, in Fig. 3, the distance y′ is not

shown for the convenience of the descriptive representation.

Using the similar procedure to obtain (3), for the multi-ray

communication model in Fig. 2, the received power, P̃r at user

U for given transmit power, Pt from the AP, A is obtained as

P̃r = Pt

(
λ

4π

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

D
e(−jkD) +

M−1∑

i=0

N−1∑

j=0

Γ

dij
e(jθij)e(−jkdij)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

,

(6)

where we assume that the end nodes reflection coefficients,

Γt = Γr = 0 and the gains, Gt = Gr = 1. Γ is the constant

reflection coefficient loss at each element. Moreover, the path

length, dij of the reflected signal through ijth element can be

expressed as

dij =

√
(x′ + (2j + 1)a)

2
+ y′2 + (h′ + (2i+ 1)a)

2

+

√
(D − x′ − (2j + 1)a)2 + y′2 + (h′ + (2i+ 1)a)2,

(7)

for i ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1} and j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1}. Note

that in (6), the phase shift due to direct path is kD whereas

the reflected component through ijth element of the IRS panel

encounters a phase shift kdij and θij due to the path length

dij and the reflection, respectively.

D. Problem Formulation

1) Joint Optimization Problem for Single IRS Element: In

case of reflection from a single IRS element as shown in Fig. 2,

to enhance the constructive interference of the two received

rays at the user, U , the IRS panel location, x and reflection

phase shift, θ at the panel can be regulated. Therefore, the

received power, Pr in (4) under the constraints of underlying

variables can be expressed as:

(P0): maximize
x, θ

Pr

subject to C1: 0 ≤ x ≤ D, C2: 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π,

where the constraints C1 and C2 provide the boundary con-

ditions on the variables x and θ. As objective function Pr is

nonconvex in x and θ, the joint optimization problem (P0) is

nonconvex.

In order to realize the solution for the problem (P0), objec-

tive function, Pr can be further simplified using Lemma 1.

Lemma 1. The received power, Pr in (4) can be expressed in

more tractable form as:

Pr = Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 ( 1
D2 + Γ2

d2 + 2Γ
dD

cos (kd− θ − kD)
)

(8)

Proof. The proof is discoursed in Appendix A. �

2) Joint Optimization Problem for Multiple IRS Elements:

As shown in Fig. 3, let us consider for the case of multiple IRS

elements. In order to maximize P̃r in (6) by jointly optimizing

the phase shifts, {θij} and IRS location, x′, we need to express

the equation in a more tractable form using Lemma 2 as

described below.

Lemma 2. The received power, P̃r in (6) can be further

simplified into the expression as shown in (9) at the top of

next page.

From (9), it is to be noted that the amount of the received

power, P̃r highly depends on the cosine factors which leads

to the constructive and destructive interference at user, U . As

these factors are function of path lengths, {dij} and phase

shifts, {θij}, therefore these factors need to be optimized in

order to enhance P̃r. Note that from (7), {dij} depend on

x′, therefore, the corresponding optimization problem can be

formulated as

(P1): maximize
x′, {θij}

P̃r

subject to C̃1: 0 ≤ x′ ≤ D, C̃2: 0 ≤ θij ≤ 2π,

where C̃1 and C̃2 are the given bounds for the location and

phase shifts, respectively. From the investigation of Hessian

matrix of P̃r in x′ and {θij}, we find that P̃r is jointly

nonconvex which implies that the problem, (P1) is nonconvex.

Next, in the solution methodology section, we obtain the sub-

optimal solution for (P1) and its global optimality is realized

using the obtained numerical results in the numerical section.

Proof. See Appendix B. �

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION METHODOLOGY

As described in Section II-D, it is observed that both

the problems (P0) and (P1) are nonconvex. Here, in this

section, we first consider the case of single IRS element

where we obtain the jointly optimal solution for problem (P0)

followed by solution methodology for semi-adaptive schemes

to optimize the individual variable while keeping other fixed.

Next, we consider the case of multi-element IRS, where we

realize its jointly optimal solution by first optimizing the phase

shifts at the IRS elements followed by the optimization of IRS

location at the obtained optimal phase shifts.

A. Jointly Optimal IRS Location and Phase Shift for Single

Element IRS

As the problem (P0) is jointly nonconvex, to determine its

feasible optimal solution, we investigate the variation of the

objective function, Pr with reflected path length, d and phase

shift, θ. Note that one of the underlying variable of the problem

(P0) is location, x instead of d, but to reduce complexity,
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P̃r= Pt

(
λ

4π

)2




1

D2
+
∑

i,j

Γ2

d2ij
+
∑

i,j

2Γ

Ddij
cos (kdij−θij−kD) +

∑

i,j

∑

m,n
∼(m=i,n=j)

2Γ2

dijdmn

cos (θij− kdij− θmn+ kdmn)


 .

(9)

initially, we find the optimal path length, d∗, then, using (5),

the optimal location, x∗ is determined. If we examine the

expression of Pr in (8), θ is inside the cosine factor. Therefore,

to enhance Pr, θ can be set as a function of d such that

(kd − θ − kD) = 2mπ which gives cos(kd − θ − kD) = 1,

where m ∈ Z is an integer. Now, the remaining term in (8)

is represented as in (10a), is a function of d and its first and

second derivatives are expressed below in (10b) and (10c).

P̂r = Pt(λ/4π)
2
(

1
D2 + Γ2

d2 + 2Γ
dD

)
(10a)

∂P̂r

∂d
= Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 (−2Γ2

d3 − 2 Γ
Dd2

)
< 0 (10b)

∂2P̂r

∂d2 = Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 (
6Γ2

d4 + 4 Γ
Dd4

)
> 0. (10c)

From (10), the first derivative in d is always negative, whereas

the second derivative is always positive. Thus, P̂r is strictly

convex in d, but it always decreases with d. Therefore, P̂r

achieves its maximum value at the minimum value of d. As d
in (5) is a function of x, its minimum value, dmin is obtained

as: ∂d
∂x

= x√
h2+x2

− D−x√
(D−x)2+h2

= 0 which gives optimal

IRS location, x∗ = D/2, after substituting it in d, we get

dmin = 2
√
h2 + D2

4 . To determine the optimal phase shift,

θ∗, we substitute, dmin in (kd − θ − kD) = 2mπ, it gives

θ∗ = k
(
2
√
h2 + D2

4 −D
)
+ 2mπ. But, under the constraint

of C2, we take m = 0 which gives θ∗ as represented below

in (11b). Thus, the jointly optimal solution, (x∗, θ∗) can be

expressed as:

x∗ = D
2 , (11a)

θ∗ = k

(
2
√
h2 + D2

4 −D

)
. (11b)

Next, using the semi-adaptive schemes for individual optimiza-

tion of x and θ as described below, we get more insights on

the global optimality of the obtained optimal solution.

B. The Optimal Location of Single-Element IRS

In this semi-adaptive scheme, we optimize the location, x
of IRS panel at a fixed phase shift, θ to maximize, Pr and its

optimization formulation can be expressed as:

(P2): maximize
x

Pr

subject to: C1: 0 6 x 6 D

Again, using the same procedure as in Section III-A, to reduce

the complexity, first we determine the optimal path length, d∗,

thereafter, using (5), we determine the optimal location, x∗. As

the problem (P2) is nonconvex, to realize its optimal solution,

we find the roots of ∂Pr

∂d
= 0 as given by

∂Pr

∂d
=

(
λ
4π

)2 2Γ
dD

sin (kd− θ − kD) = 0. (12)

As (12) has a trigonometric factor, sin(kd − θ − kD) which

gives infinite many roots, therefore, to realize the roots in

more tractable form and to confine the feasible roots in finite

range, we use polynomial curve fitting for the received power,

Pr in (8) under given range of underlying variable. In the

expression of Pr, the factor, cos(kd−θ−kD) needs to be trans-

formed using polynomial curve fitting to completely represent

Pr in polynomial form. For the domain z ∈ [−π/2, π/2], the

polynomial expression of cos(z) using curve fitting is:

cos (z) ≈ 0.0259z4 − 0.4507z2 + 0.9772. (13)

Substituting z = kd− θ− kD in (13), cos(kd− θ− kD) can

be expressed as:

cos(kd− θ − kD) = Md4 +Nd3 + Pd2 +Qd+R, (14)

where M , N , P , Q, and R are expressed below.

M = 0.0259k4

N = 0.0259(−2k3θ − 2k4θ − 2k3θ − 2k4D)

P = 0.0259(k2θ2 + k4D2 + 2θk3D + 4k2θ2 + 8k3θD

+ 4k4D2 + θ2k2 + k4D2 − 2k3θD2 + 2θk3 − 0.4507k2

Q = 0.0259(−2kθ3 − 2k3θD2 − 4k2θ2D − 2k2Dθ2

− 2k4D3 − 4θk3D2 − 2kθ3 − 2k2θ2D − 2k4D3

− 4k2θ2D − 4θk3D2)− 0.4507(−2kθ− 2k2D)

R = 0.0259(θ4 + θ2k2D2 + 2θ3kD + k2D2θ2 + k4D4

+ 2θk3D3 + 2θ3kD + 2θk3D3 + 4θ2k2D2) + 0.9772

Note that for given d, θ, k, and D, if z < −π/2 or z >
π/2, then we perform z + 2mπ or z − 2mπ respectively to

fetch it in the range, [−π/2, π/2]. After substitution of cosine

factor in (14) to (8), the received power represented as P r,

the optimal solution of (P1) can be realized using equation
∂P r

∂d
= 0 as given by

∂P r

∂d
= Ud5 + V d4 +Wd3 +Xd+ Y = 0 (15)

where U , V , W , X , and Y are expressed below.

U = 6ΓM
D

, V = 4ΓN
D

,W = 2ΓP
D

, X = −2ΓR
D

, Y = −2Γ2

In contrast, (15) has finite (five) roots which can be realized

readily and some of the roots are eliminated as they must

be real and should satisfy d > 0. In case of more than one

feasible solution, the one is set to globally optimal solution, d∗

at which P r achieves its maximum value. Further, from (5),

for obtained d∗, two values of optimal location, x∗ denoted as

{x1, x2} are obtained which are symmetric about x = D/2.

As both gives the same maximum value of Pr, one of them is

set as optimal location as expressed as: x∗ = {x1 or x2|d =
d∗}. Moreover, the discussion is illustrated in the numerical

section using the obtained results.
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C. The Optimal Phase Shift for Single-Element IRS

In this semi-adaptive scheme, the received power, Pr is

maximized by optimizing the phase shift, θ at the IRS-panel

while keeping its location, x at a fixed value. The optimization

problem for the scheme is given by:

(P3): maximize
θ

Pr

subject to: C2: 0 < θ < 2π

Again, the problem (P3) is nonconvex, but it is convex in the

restricted range of, θ. To realize its feasible globally optimal

solution, its first derivative, ∂Pr

∂θ
= 0 and second derivative,

∂2Pr

∂θ2 can be investigated as below.

∂Pr

∂θ
=

(
λ
4π

)2 2Γ
dD

sin (kd− θ − kD) = 0 (16)

∂2Pr

∂θ2 = −
(

λ
4π

)2 2Γ
dD

cos (kd− θ − kD) (17)

From (17), ∂2Pr

∂θ2 < 0 for (kd−θ−kD) ∈
(
(4m−1)π2 +k(d−

D), (4m+ 1)π2 + k(d−D)
)
; m ∈ Z. Therefore, in the given

domain, Pr is concave in θ which implies (P3) is convex and

using (16), globally optimal solution is:

θ∗ = k(d−D). (18)

D. Optimal Phase Shifts for Multi-Elements IRS

The received power P̃r in (6) can be enhanced by choosing

the phase shifts, {θij} for a given IRS location, x′ such that

the cosine factors achieve its maximum value 1 which gives

the following relationship.

(kdij − θij − kD) = 2pπ, (19a)

(θij − kdij − θmn + kdmn) = 2qπ, (19b)

where p, q ∈ Z are integers. From (19a), the phase shift can be

calculated as, θij = kdij − kD− 2pπ. On further substituting

it in (19b), we get, θmn = kdmn − kD − 2(p + q)π. As we

observe that phase shifts, θij and θmn are in the same form,

therefore, under the given constraint C̃1 in (P1) the optimal

phase shift, θ̃ij is given by

θ̃ij = kdij − kD + 2zπ (mod 2π), (20)

where z ∈ Z. Now, after substituting {θ̃ij} in (9), the received

power,
̂̃
P r at the optimal phase shift can be expressed as

̂̃
P r=Pt

(
λ

4π

)2




1

D2
+
∑

i,j

Γ2

d2ij
+
∑

i,j

2Γ

dijD
+
∑

i,j

∑

m,n
∼(m=i,n=j)

2Γ2

dijdmn


 .

(21)

Next, using (21), we find the optimal location for multiple IRS

elements at the obtained optimal phase shifts.

E. Optimal IRS Location for Multi-Elements IRS

To determine the globally optimal IRS location, x′∗ at the

optimal phase shifts, {θ̃ij}, here we investigate the variation

of
̂̃
P r in path lengths, {dij} using Lemma 3.

Lemma 3. The received power,
̂̃
P r in (21) is jointly unimodal

in {dij} and achieves its globally maximum value at jointly

minimum value of {dij}.

Proof. If we consider the gradient of
̂̃
P r in the reflected path

lengths, {dij}, then, we have

∇d
̂̃
P r =


−

2

d3ij


Γ +

dij
D

+
∑

m,n
∼(m=i,n=j)

Γdij
dmn







M−1,N−1

i=0,j=0

≺ 0,

(22)

where ∇d is the gradient of the function in path lengths, {dij}.

Here, it can be noticed that the elements in the vector of length

MN in (22) are < 0. It implies that
̂̃
P r is jointly unimodal

and strictly decreasing in {dij}. Thus,
̂̃
P r gets its globally

maximum value at jointly minimum value of {dij}. �

The jointly minimum value of {dij} in location, x′ can be

realized by minimizing the maximum value of {dij} under the

constraint of the underlying variable x′ which is formulated

as

(P4): min
x′

max
i,j

{dij}

subject to C̃1.

The minimax problem (P4) can be equivalently expressed as

(P5): min
x′,t

t

subject to C̃1, C̃3 : t ≥ dij ∀i, j,
where the constraint, C̃3 ensures that t is always greater than

the path lengths, {dij}. In order to realize its optimal solution,

its Lagrangian function L is given by

L(t, x′, λij) = t+
∑

i,j

λij(dij − t), (23)

where the constraint, C̃1 is considered as implicit and λij is

the Lagrangian multiplier to the constraint, C̃3. Using (23),

Karush–Kuhn–Tucker (KKT) conditions can be expressed as

∂L
∂t

= 1−
∑

i,j

λij = 0 ⇒
∑

i,j

λij = 1, (24a)

∂L
∂x

=
∑

i,j

λij

∂dij
∂x

= 0, (24b)

λij(dij − t) = 0, ∀i, j. (24c)

Now from (24), the optimal location, x′∗ can be obtained using

Lemma 4 as described below.

Lemma 4. Using the KKT conditions in (24), the optimal

location, x′∗ for (P5) is given by

x′∗ =
D

2
− (N − 1)a. (25)

Proof. From the KKT condition in (24c), if there are more

than one Lagrangian multipliers, for instance, λij , λi
′
j
′ > 0,

then the corresponding path lengths, dij = di′ j′ = t. However,

in the IRS panel, the elements are arranged in a grid, therefore,

no two path lengths can be equal. So, only one Lagrangian

multiplier will be > 0 and the remaining will be = 0. Also,

from (24a), the nonzero Lagrangian multiplier is = 1 which is

associated with the maximum path length. If we follow Fig. 3,

for the middle axis of the panel < D/2, dij is maximum for

i = M − 1 and j = 0, else for > D/2, it is maximum for
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i = M−1 and j = N−1. Therefore, if we consider the former

case, the search region for the location, x′ is [0, D/2− (N −
1)a] in order to minimize dM−1,0 in x′, using (7). Now, to

determine it, in general, the first and second derivatives of dij
in x′ are given by

∂dij
∂x′ =

x′ + (2j + 1)a√
(x′ + (2j + 1)a)2 + y′2 + (h′ + (2i+ 1)a)2

− D − x′ − (2j + 1)a√
(D − x′ − (2j + 1)a)2 + y′2 + (h′ + (2i+ 1)a)2

,

(26a)

∂2dij
∂x′2 = Z

[(
1

(x′ + (2j + 1)a)2 + y′2 + (h′ + (2i+ 1)a)2

) 1
3

+

(
1

(D − x′ − (2j + 1)a)2 + y′2 + (h′ + (2i+ 1)a)2

) 1
3

]
> 0.

(26b)

where Z = y′2 + (h′ + (2i + 1)a)2. From (26b), we find

that
∂2dij

∂x′2 > 0, therefore, dij is strictly convex in x′. Thus,

using (26a), the global minimum value of dij can be obtained

by calculating the root of
∂dij

∂x′
= 0 which gives x′ = D/2−a

for i = M − 1 and j = 0. But, the search region is

[0, D/2 − (N − 1)a] and
∂dij

∂x′
is strictly decreasing in the

region. Therefore, the minimum value of dM−1,0 is obtained

at x′ = D/2− (N − 1)a. Similarly, for the later case also, it

can be shown that the minimum value of the maximum path

length, dM−1,N−1 is achieved at x′ = D/2− (N−1)a. Thus,

the globally optimal value of location x′ is given by (25). �

Using (7), the minimum path length, d∗ij at x′∗ is given by

d∗ij = {dij |x′ = x′∗}. Note that the optimal phase shift θ̃ij
in (20) is obtained at a given dij , the jointly optimal phase

shift, θ∗ij at d∗ij is obtained as

θ∗ij = {θ̃ij |dij = d∗ij}. (27)

Next, we validate the global optimality of the jointly optimal

solution, (x′∗, {θ∗ij}) using the obtained numerical results

discussed in the following section.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

A. Results Obtained for Single IRS Element

Unless otherwise specified, the default value of the system

parameters are set as [24], [25]: Pt = 2 W, D = 10 m, h = 4
m, s = 8 m2, and λ = 0.3278 m, frequency, f = 915 MHz.

Using Fig. 4, we observe the variation of received power, Pr

with IRS location, x for the given phase shift, θ at IRS. As the

plot has multiple peak points, it depicts that problem (P1) is

nonconvex. Here, the curves are symmetric about x = D/2,

because, Pr in (8) varying in reflected path length, d for a

given phase shift, θ. And, from (5), each value of d satisfied by

two values of x which are symmetric about x = D/2. Further,

Fig. 4 also describes the feasible optimal solution for problem

(P1) where the obtained optimal solution using curve fitting

polynomial equation in (15) provides near globally optimal

solution determined numerically using the maximum value of

Pr for a given θ. If we compare the obtained optimal solutions

for different phase shifts, for θ = π/3, the optimal location of

x (m)

0 5 10

P
r
(m

W
)

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

θ = π/3
θ = π/2
θ = 2π/3
θ = π

Max Pr

x∗

Fig. 4. Design insights for optimal location of IRS for a given phase
shift.

θ (radians)

0 2 4 6

P
r
(m

W
)

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

x = D/3
x = D/2
x = 3D/4
x = D
θ
∗

Fig. 5. Using semi-adaptive scheme, the obtained optimal phase shift,
θ∗ for a given IRS location, x.

IRS is near to either AP, A or user, U as described in [26].

But, with θ, optimal location, x∗ converges into x = D/2 and

again diverges near to A or U for higher value of θ. Note that

for θ = π/3 and π, we obtain the two solutions comprising

equal maximum Pr, and one of them can be set as optimal

location, x∗ as described in Section III-B.

Instead, in Fig. 5, we examine the obtained optimal phase

shift using semi-adaptive scheme where the power, Pr varies

with θ for a given location, x. The curves in the plot follow

the sinusoidal variations due to cosine factor in (8) that

dignifies (P2) as a nonconvex problem. However, as described

in Section III-C, over the restricted range of θ, the problem

becomes convex with unique globally optimal solution as

shown in Fig. 5. Besides, with x, the optimal phase shift,

θ∗ also increases and maximum Pr is achieved at θ∗ = 2.1
Radians when the IRS is located at x = D/2.

The variation of Pr with θ and x is shown in Fig. 6 which

depicts that the joint optimization problem is nonconvex due to

multiple peak points. Also, the variation is in sinusoidal form

due to cosine factor in the expression of Pr in (8). Besides,

variation of Pr in x (θ) for a fixed θ (x) is not unimodal, so,

the problems for semi adaptive schemes are nonconvex too as

described using Figs. 4 and 5. For the given setting of system

parameters, the jointly optimal solution is (x∗ = 5.13 m, θ∗ =
2.21 radians) which provides the maximum Pr = 0.18 mW.

Fig. 7 describes the variation of optimal phase shift, θ∗
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Fig. 6. Insights on the joint variation of Pr with x and θ.
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θ
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Fig. 7. For a given wavenumber k, the variation of optimal phase
shift, θ∗ with location, x.

with location, x for different values of wavenumber, k which

is obtained using the semi-adaptive scheme as described in

Section III-C. Here, the value of phase shift is concealed

withing the range [0, 2π] using the modulo 2π operation. It can

be observed that θ∗ decreases with x until x < 5 m, otherwise,

it always increases. For, x ∈ (0 m, 2 m) ∪ (8 m, 10 m), the

curves switches at θ∗ = 0 and 2π radians as the rate of change

of θ∗ is high over the range of x. Also, all the curves meet at

θ∗ = π as at corresponding location, the factor (d −D) = π
and for k ∈ {3, 5, 7, 9}, θ∗ = k(d−D) is odd integral multiple

of π which is always π after modulo 2π operation. For a given

k, θ∗ gets its minimum value at x = 5 m and with k, the

minimum value decreases.

B. Results Obtained for Multiple IRS Element

Here, we investigate the analysis for multiple IRS elements.

For the obtained numerical results, unless specified, the default

system parameters are set as [27], [28]: Pt = 10 W, D = 100
m, y = 0.5 m, h = 25 m, λ = 0.12 m, a = 0.0075 m,

Γ = 0.5, and M = N = 20.

Using Fig. 8, we validate the global optimality of the

obtained jointly optimal solution in (25) and (27). In this

figure, the received power, P̂r (cf. (25)) at the optimal phase

shifts, {θ̃ij} (cf. (20)) is varying with x for different sizes, a
of the elements in the IRS panel. It shows that the variation

is unimodal in nature and obtained solution to maximize

Fig. 8. Insights on the variation of power,
̂̃
P r in (21) with size, a

and validation of optimal solution, (x∗, {θ∗ij}) in (25) and (27).

Fig. 9. Influence on the received power, P̃r in (9) due to different
phase shifts at the IRS elements.

the received power is globally optimal. After comparison

of the performance of the obtained jointly optimal solution,

(x∗, {θ∗ij}) against brute-force search, we find that both yield

almost the same performance. Further, with the increment in

a, the optimal location, x∗ of the IRS shifts left, towards

the BS, B, because the leftmost point, x moves leftward

about the middle point, D/2. Also, the power,
̂̃
P r decreases

exponentially because the shortest average path length via the

reflection occurs when the elements are located at D/2 but

with size, a the elements disperse around D/2 which increases

the average path length.

As discoursed in Section II-D, the amount of received power

at U depends on the constructive and destructive interferences.

To realize it, we have plotted the variation of Pr in (8) with

location, x for different values of phase shifts at IRS elements

as shown in Fig. 9. Here, Z denotes the number of elements

following the fixed phase shift, 2π, whereas the remaining

(400− Z) elements have the optimal phase shifts, θ̃ij . When

all the elements are set at optimal phase shifts (Z = 0) the

variation of Pr is unimodal with x, but if even a single element

has a fixed phase shift (Z = 1), the variation is non-unimodal

and Pr deteriorates. Furthermore, for higher value of Z , the

destructive interference at U is dominant and for Z = 400,

Pr is almost zero. Besides, for Z > 20, all the curves have

spikes at around x = D/2 due to the high swing between
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Fig. 10. Impact on received power,
̂̃
P r due to the number of elements

and the reflection coefficient.

Fig. 11. Performance comparison of different optimization schemes
against the benchmark in [30].

constructive and destructive interference.

Using Fig. 10, we investigate the influence of the reflection

coefficient, Γ and the number of elements, M × N on the

received power, P̂r. The figure depicts the variation of
̂̃
P r with

Γ for different value of M×N . Here, we can observe that for a

given M×N ,
̂̃
P r increases quadratically with Γ, because,

̂̃
P r

in (21) is a polynomial function of Γ of degree 2. Besides, for

a given Γ, P̂r significantly increases with number of elements,

M×N due to increment in number of constructive interference

of the reflected signals at the user, U . For instance, the average

received powers for M × N = 1 (in [29]) and 100 elements

IRS are 0.2 µW and 0.3 mW, respectively.

In Fig. 11, the different optimization schemes are compared

in terms of received power against the closest competitive

scheme presented in [30] where IRS location is set near

to BS, i.e., x = 0 and phase shift, θij = 2π ∀i, j. For the

suboptimal schemes, optimal location and optimal phase shift,

x and {θij} are optimized while keeping θij = 2π; ∀i, j
and x = 0, respectively. The figure shows the percentage

performance improvement of the optimization schemes at

different Γ using a bar diagram. It can be observed that the

joint optimization scheme gives significantly high performance

enhancement than the suboptimal schemes. Also, optimal

phase shift scheme provides always better performance than

optimal location because, it plays the dominant role in the

constructive interference of the reflected signals. On average,

the optimal location, optimal phase shift, and the joint opti-

mization provide 2.30%, 6.71%, and 37.44%, respectively.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This paper elegantly analyzes the enhancement of

received power in an IRS-assisted communication system by

jointly optimizing the phase shifts of IRS elements and its

location. The numerical investigation demonstrates the global

optimality of the obtained solution, highlighting the critical

influence of phase shifts on the interference of received

signal components. The research shows that optimizing even

a single IRS element’s phase shift significantly impacts

the non-unimodal variation of received power with IRS

location, affecting overall performance. Moreover, increasing

the number of IRS elements substantially improves received

power. The proposed joint optimization scheme exhibits an

impressive 37% performance improvement compared to the

closest competitive scheme. In conclusion, this work advances

IRS technology’s potential for beyond B5G and 6G networks,

providing valuable insights into efficient and reliable wireless

communication and paving the way for exciting innovations

in this field.

APPENDIX A

From (4), the received power, Pr at user, U is:

Pr = Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 ∣∣ 1
D
e−jkD + Γ

d
ejθe−jkd

∣∣2

= Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 ∣∣∣ cos(kD)−j sin(kD)
D

+ Γ
d
(cos (kd− θ)

−j sin (kd− θ))

∣∣∣∣
2

= Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 ∣∣∣ cos(kD)
D

+ Γ cos(kd−θ)
d

−j
(

j sin(kD)
D

+ Γ sin(kd−θ)
d

)∣∣∣
2

(A.1)

Further, (A.1) can be simplified as:

Pr = Pt

(
λ
4π

)2
[(

cos(kD)
D

+ Γ
d
cos (kd− θ)

)2

+
(

sin(kD)
D

+ Γ sin(kd−θ)
d

)2
]

= Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 [ cos2(kD)
D2 + Γ2

d2 cos2 (kd− θ)

+ 2Γ
dD

cos (kD) cos (kd− θ) + sin2(kD)
D2

τ2 sin2(kd−θ)
d2 + 2Γ

dD
sin (kD) sin (kd− θ)

]

= Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 ( 1
D2 + Γ2

d2 + 2Γ
dD

(cos (kD) cos (kd− θ)

+ sin (kD) sin (kd− θ)))

= Pt

(
λ
4π

)2( 1
D2 +

Γ2

d2 +
2Γ
dD

cos (kd− θ − kD)
)

(A.2)

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 2

To obtain the received power expression using (6) in more

tractable form, we adopt the induction method where the

received power expressions for the reflection from one and two

elements of the IRS are obtained as follows. If we consider the
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reflection from the ijth element of the IRS panel, as obtained

in [A.2], the received power P̃1 at user U due to multi-elements

IRS is given by

P̃r,1 = Pt

(
λ
4π

)2( 1
D2 +

Γ2

d2
ij

+ 2Γ
dijD

cos (kdij − θij − kD)
)
. (A.3)

Further, using (6), for the reflection from the two elements,

ijth and i(j + 1)th, the received power, P̃r,2 is expressed as

P̃r,2 = Pt

(
λ
4π

)2 ∣∣∣ 1
D
e−jkD + Γ

dij
ej(θij−kdij) + Γ

di(j+1)

× ej(θi(j+1)−kdi(j+1))
∣∣∣
2

=Pt

(
λ
4π

)2
∣∣∣∣
(

cos(kD)
D

+
Γ cos(θij−kdij)

dij
+

Γ cos(θi(j+1)−kdi(j+1))
di(j+1)

)

+j

(
− sin(kD)

D
+

Γ sin(θij−kdij)
dij

+
Γ sin(θi(j+1)−kdi(j+1))

di(j+1)

)∣∣∣∣
2

= Pt

(
λ
4π

)2
(

1
D2 +

Γ2

d2
ij

+ Γ2

d2
i(j+1)

+ 2Γ
dijD

cos (kdij − θij − kD)

+ 2Γ
di(j+1)D

cos
(
kdi(j+1) − θi(j+1) − kD

)
+ 2Γ2

dijdi(j+1)

× cos
(
θij − kdij − θi(j+1) + kdi(j+1)

))
. (A.4)

Thus, using (A.3) and (A.4), recursively, the received power,

P̃r in (6) can be expressed as in (9).
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